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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed R 1~ls.i.nll. (th,e,
"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233 n ..il';·M·· .'

------~~::

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above
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Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment FC2~1~&~:.lli~rc~~:r.VL.
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force ",velation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above

/e 11 ,jeLl o!JJ4lltv
Signature

Name

Title (if any)

o;ga~;zation (II any)

Date

13:20 k'e lj VlO {cis 'Dv-.
Address (! htJ-vies {-on, IL ~ (1;20

d. I7 34-5 40 0/0::L.
Phone



C,. ,!\\~.'.

\
' APR 2 1 2008 \

Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking I

MBDocketNo.04-233 Jl FCC.M/\IL::~C]OM \
I submit the following commen~s In response to the Localism Notice of Propo ad RUiemaKlng (the"

"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids impos~ion of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific ed~orial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not property dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a lwo-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs ~h these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

·r 0 \\
\ I S2J\.D;. b Q CYY?Y$I l1,a/

Signature

Name

Title (if any)

~tn2);; rnA 'A~
Organization (if any)

-L/n-7L/I-)~bb
Phone



Comments in Response to Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04·233

r;~(,

It::vE!IJED P !A'",-
,",f'Y'':[CTE'ir''

APR I2 1 ZOOB
I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Propo EB"6'C_1l~ing (the I

"NPRM"), released Jan 24,2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233. "'Ail I"{)O
..-- "'-'f M

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A n:~~-;7J~
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force mdio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, mList present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum wtlere anyone and everyone has
lights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do $0 - even jf a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religiOUS programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such tr·ings as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yel, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks -- and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, vocedures or policies discussed above.
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I submit the following comments In response to the Localism Notice ofProp~~ilh~OMI
"NPRM"), released Jan, 24, 2008, In IVIB Docket No. 04-233. -. --.•.~

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum wllere anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force [Elvelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewal system in wbich certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory special renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coercion of
religiOUS broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face long, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcastElfs operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.
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Any new FCC rules, poliCies or procedures must not violate First Amendment r1ghls. .An!lmoer.of-:· --_.__...j

proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don't share their
values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for choosing to follow their own
consCiences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
Amendment prohib~s government, inclUding the FCC, from dictating what viewpoints a broadcaster,
particularly a religious broadcaster, mllst present.

(2) The FCC must not tum every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the messagl~. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force rElvelation of specific editorial deCision-making information. The choice
of programming, esPeCially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government agency - and
proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) The FCC must not establish a two-tiered renewel system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandatory speCial renewal
review of certain classes of applicants by the Commissioners themselves would amount to coerCion of
religious broadcasters. Those who stay true to their consciences and present only the messages they
correspond to their beliefs could face kmg, expensive and potentially ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electric~ flOWing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed service is contrary to the
public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rUles, procedures or policies discussed above.

Date
Signature

Po '[5t>X-'?? S-ejlr¥iOLurfYI' ~J7fC
Address

Name

Phone

Title (if any)

,yunSh :b-v chu-'rch
Organization (if any)



I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

isubmit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice 01' Proposed Rl.liemaking
. (the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

,\ny new FCC wles, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights A number of
',raposals discussed ill the NPRM, if enacted, would,tic s(')- and must not be adopted,

, !) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
,npose such unconstitutional mandates. ReligioUS broadcasters who resist advice from those who
jon't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for

':hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
:xogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
iiewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

'2) Tile FCC must not turnevery radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
"igilts to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the messagE'. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information The choice
of programming, especially religious progl'amming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to fort.e reporting on such things as WllO produced what progl'ams would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices .

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market ~Qcular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to fU.rther
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by fUliher restricting m~ln stUdio
ioeation choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

Mail By April 14, 20011 to,
Tile Sccr~t"ry

Federal Commun'ications CommiSSion
445 12th Street, SW
WMhingtoli, DC 20554
Attn. Chie( Media Bureau



i submit the following comments in response to the localism Notice 01' Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), relea!lecl Jan, 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233,

finy new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
\;I'oposals discussed In the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted

) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
;,eople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
npose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
on't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for

"hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allOWing incompatible Viewpoints to shape their
':,rogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, includin~J the FCC, from dictating what
'iiewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not turn every radiO station into a public forum wllere anyone and everyone has
"ights to air time, Proposed pUblic access reqUirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
r:onscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
Jelivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
sgency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as WIIO produced what programs would
intl'ude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
:,;tations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission Pl'oposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
lequiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by fUliher restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
sel'vice is contrary to the public interest.

INe urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

Mail By April 14, 2008 to:
The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
W"a.shington, DC 20554
Attn: Chlcf,Media Bureau
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i submit the following comments in response t.o the localism Notice 01' Proposed Rulemal<ing
. (the"NPRM"j, released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

!\,Iy new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
r;roposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
:,eople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
npose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
ion't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for

-hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
·:.rogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, includin~J the FCC, from dictating what
iiewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
'ights to air time. Proposed pUblic access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
:;onscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what progmms would
intl-ude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market IJroadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) lJy fUliher restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
ser-vice is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

~';&~SignaTure and Date ----------------------------

Mail By April 14, 2008 to:
The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 ]2th Street, SW
WaShington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau
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~ submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposerl Rlliemaking
. (the"NPRM"), releasee! Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No.. 04-233.

/,,'\Y new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
r;mposals discussed In the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted

) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
, npose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
!on't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their

:.rogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
'iiewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

2) The FCC must not turn every I'8dio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
"ights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
'ionscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious progl'amming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intwde on constitutionally-protected editorial choices

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially r'aising costs in two ways: (a) by
lequiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by fUliher restricting main studio
'ocation choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
sen/ice is contrary to the public interest.

\Ne urge the FCC not to adOl?t ru~ocedures or poliCies discussed above
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Mail By April 14. 2008 to:
'fIle Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 )2th Street, SW
\Vashi,ngtol1, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau
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submit the following comments in response to the localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released ,Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

\ny new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
'. (Gposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would.c:W so - and must not be adopted.

) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
if"ople who do not share their values, The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would

"npose such unconstitutional mandates. !~eligious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
ion't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for

',hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
·:.rogramming. The First Amendment prot1ibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
"iewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

'2) The FCC must not turn every radio sration into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
"ights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
Jelivery mandates on any religion.

(3} The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information The choice I
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what progl'ams would I
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices .

(4} Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
dations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission pwposes to fu.rther I
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by fUliher restricting main studio
[ocation chOices, Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed I
service is contrary to the public interest.
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We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or pOlicies discussed above.

Mail By Aprll14, 200S to:
The Secretary
Federal Commun'lcations Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau
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( submit the following comments in response t.o the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
. (the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-2.33.

,i,ly new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights A number of
'·;mposals discussed In the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted

) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
"eople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
:,npose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
ion't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for

':hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
:;rogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, inciudin~J the FCC, from dictating what
';iewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a pUblic forum where anyone and everyone has
ights to air tirne. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster

,;onscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
jelivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
3.gency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as WllO produced what programs would
intwde on constitutionally-protected editorial choices

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight bUdgets, as do many smaller market secular
citations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Cornmission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller rnarket broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is 011 the air and, (b) by fUliher restricting main studio
iocation choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
sel'vice is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

Mail By April 14, 2008 to:
The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 ]2th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau



We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or pOlicies discussed above
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(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionalfy-protected editorial choices

submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Hu!emaking
. (the"NPRM"), released .Ian. 24, :W08, in MB Docket No.. 04-233.

. ny flew FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
-.mposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would .d.o so - and must not be adopted.

j) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters. to take advice from
·;eople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
.npose such unconstitutional mandates. I~eligious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
,jon't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
'hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
:rogramming. The First Amendment prohibits govemment, including thE; FCC, from dictating what
,iewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

2} The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
"ights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
Jeiivery mandates on any religion.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by sU8stantiaily raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is 011 the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
ioeation choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force sen/ice cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public intere:st.

Mail Bv April 14, 200g to:
.rhc Secretnry
Federal Communications Commission
445 ]2th Street, SW
Washingt"n, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau



( submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice 01' Proposed Rlliemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233,

(\;'IY new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
i"i"Oposals discussed In the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted

) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
[,eople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
:inpose such unconstitutional manda':es. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
ion't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
'hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
:rogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
.·iewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

2) The FCC must not turn every mdio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
:'ights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
:ie/ivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intl'ude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
,:tations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially mising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by fUliher restricting main studio
'ocation choices. Raising costs witt", these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
sei'vice is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

Mail By April 14, 2008 to:
The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 J 2th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau
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Mail By April 14, 2008 to:
The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 J2th Street, SW
WaShington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

I submit the following comments in !'esponse to the localism Notice 01' Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), releasee! Jan. 24, 2008, in NIB Docket No. 04-233.

'X1Y new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights A number of
r,mposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted

) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
"eople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
, npose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
,ion't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
':!loosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
':,mgramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, includin~1 the FCC, from dictating what
,iewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
,'ights to air time. Proposed pUblic access requirements would do so - even if a religious bmadcaster
'ionscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
jelivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as WllO produced what programs would
intl"Ude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

i4} Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by fUliher restricting main studio
'ocation choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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i submit the following comments in response to the localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaldng
(the"NPRM"l, released Jan, 24, 2008, in MB Docket No, 04-233,

!f,ly new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
',roposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
"eople who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
inpose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
Jon't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for

'choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
':rogramming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
'/iewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
:'ights to air time. Proposed pUblic access requirements would do so - even if a religious bmadcaster
c;onscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
jelivery mandates on any religion,

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as WllO produced what progl'ams would
fntr'ude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices .

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
:,;tatiolls. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever cl station is on the air and, (b) by fUliher restricting main studio
iocation choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.

SiQn7 re and Date
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Mail By April 14, 2008 to:
The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 J2th Street, SW
WaShington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau
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. submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice oj' Proposed Ruiemaking
. (the"NPRM"j, released .Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

·ny new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights A number of
'Joposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted

) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
:eople who do not share their values, The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
npose such unconstitutional mandates, Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
ion't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
'hoosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
:,rogramming, The First Amendment prolliblts government, including the FCC, from dictating what
'iewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
"ights to air time, Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
r;onscientiously objects to the message. The Fil'st Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion,

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. lhe choice I
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what progmll1s would I
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices. .

i4j Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations, Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge, Yet, the Commission proposes to further I
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs In two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is 011 the air and, (b) by fUliher restricting main studio
location choices, Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed I
service is contrary to the public interest.
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We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above,
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Federal Communications Commission
,,45 J2th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so _. even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to furth.er
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Mail By April 14, 2008 to:
The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

. Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a pUblic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so _. even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission prop.oses to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with t~lese proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Mail By April 14, 2008 to:
The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau

Received & Insoected

APR 21 2008
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted,

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a pUblic forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to forCe reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by SUbstantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

/\ny new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so -- even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with t~lese proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to forCe reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
,intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with ttlese proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, pmcedures or policies discussed above.
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The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
(the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present.

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so - even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest.

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau
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I submit the following comments in response to the Localism Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
. (the"NPRM"), released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB Docket No. 04-233.

Any new FCC rules, policies or procedures must not violate First Amendment rights. A number of
proposals discussed in the NPRM, if enacted, would do so - and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio stations, especially religious broadcasters, to take advice from
people who do not share their values. The NPRM's proposed advisory board proposals would
impose such unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who
don't share their values could face increased harassment, complaints and even loss of license for
choosing to follow their own consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their
programming. The First Amendment prohibits government, including the FCC, from dictating what
viewpoints a broadcaster, particularly a religious broadcaster, must present

(2) The FCC must not turn every radio station into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
rights to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so -- even if a religious broadcaster
conscientiously objects to the message. The First Amendment forbids imposition of message
delivery mandates on any religion.

(3) The FCC must not force revelation of specific editorial decision-making information. The choice
of programming, especially religious programming, is not properly dictated by any government
agency - and proposals to force reporting on such things as who produced what programs would
intrude on constitutionally-protected editorial choices.

(4) Many Christian broadcasters operate on tight budgets, as do many smaller market secular
stations. Keeping the electricity flowing is often a challenge. Yet, the Commission proposes to further
squeeze niche and smaller market broadcasters, by substantially raising costs in two ways: (a) by
requiring staff presence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio
location choices. Raising costs with these proposals would force service cutbacks - and curtailed
service is contrary to the public interest

We urge the FCC not to adopt rules, procedures or policies discussed above.
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Mail By April14, 2008 to:
The Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW
Washington, DC 20554
Attn: Chief, Media Bureau


